
EXTENSIONS OF REMARKS 24697 October 25, 2000 
INTRODUCTION OF LEGISLATION 

TO RENAME ‘‘MEDICARE- 
+CHOICE’’ AS ‘‘MEDICARE-NO- 
CHOICE’’ 

HON. FORTNEY PETE STARK 
OF CALIFORNIA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Wednesday, October 25, 2000 

Mr. STARK. Mr. Speaker, sometimes a lie is 
repeated so often, that people forget what a 
falsehood it is. 

For years, people who want to privatize 
Medicare have been saying that joining a 
managed care plan—an HMO—will give sen-
iors more choice. In 1997, they even renamed 
the whole HMO program, ‘‘Medicare+Choice,’’ 
pronounced Medicare Plus Choice. 

What a lie. 
In traditional, fee-for-service Medicare, you 

have total freedom of choice. One of my con-
stituents in Medicare from Fremont, California 
can decide to go to Baltimore’s Johns Hop-
kins, which US News consistently rates as the 
Nation’s best hospital, and Medicare will pay. 

But when you join a Medicare+Choice 
HMO, all of a sudden you are limited in the 
hospitals you can go to and the doctors you 
can see that the HMO and Medicare will pay 
for. 

So Medicare+Choice really isn’t ‘‘more 
choice.’’ More HMOs simply mean ‘‘more 
choices of plans that limit your choice of doc-
tors and hospitals.’’ 

Therefore, let’s be honest: to stop the lie 
and make it clear what managed care is all 
about, I am today introducing a bill that says, 
in its entirety, 

Strike the words ‘Medicare+Choice’ wher-
ever it appears in the law, and substitute the 
words ‘Medicare-No-Choice’. 

This name change may seem like a silly 
idea at first blush, but there is a good reason 
for it. The current name gives the impression 
that you are getting more than you would in 
traditional Medicare. All too often, that is not 
the case. The reality is that seniors are being 
duped by HMOs each and every day into join-
ing plans that offer the world and then take 
most of those benefits away year by year—if 
they even remain in the program at all. 

‘‘Medicare-No-Choice’’—this name change 
would give Medicare beneficiaries pause and 
might cause them to look at the details of the 
plan more than is currently the case. And, Mr. 
Speaker, that is not a silly change at all. 

f 

PERSONAL EXPLANATION 

HON. MARK GREEN 
OF WISCONSIN 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Wednesday, October 25, 2000 

Mr. GREEN of Wisconsin. Mr. Speaker, I 
was not able to vote on the following meas-
ures yesterday. 

On roll No. 541—H. Res. 634 (Rule on H.R. 
4656), if I had been present, I would have 
voted ‘‘yea.’’ 

On roll No. 542—H. Con. Res. 414 (Regard-
ing establishment of representative govern-
ment in Afghanistan), if I had been present, I 
would have voted ‘‘yea.’’ 

On roll No. 543—H.R. 4271—National 
Science Education Act, if I had been present, 
I would have voted ‘‘yea.’’ 
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HAIL THE VETERAN 

HON. MICHAEL BILIRAKIS 
OF FLORIDA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Wednesday, October 25, 2000 

Mr. BILIRAKIS. Mr. Speaker, as Veterans’ 
Day approaches, I wanted to share a poem 
which was written by one of my constituents, 
Charlie Reese, with my colleagues. 
Hail the Veteran—whose noble deeds, 
Nurtured Liberty’s growing seeds, 
Soldier, Sailor, airman, grunt, 
Who held this Nation’s battle fronts. 

These selfless people who paid the price, 
With years or life in sacrifice. 
In war or peace they joined the ranks. 
Hail the Veteran—and give them thanks. 

Hail the Veteran—whose heroic duty, 
Helped preserve this Nation’s beauty, 
Who came to their great country’s aid, 
With dedication that will never fade. 

In barracks or bulwarks, on sea or soil, 
Our freedom protected because of their toil. 
The campaigns and marches and endless 

drills— 
Hail the Veteran—for their mighty will. 

Who through the years answered the call, 
Who soared and swam and stood and crawled. 
Who in our history shall ever stand tall, 
Hail the Veteran—they gave their all. 
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PROVIDING FOR CONCURRENCE BY 
HOUSE WITH AMENDMENT IN 
SENATE AMENDMENT TO H.R. 
4868, TARIFF SUSPENSION AND 
TRADE ACT OF 2000 

SPEECH OF 

HON. FRANK R. WOLF 
OF VIRGINIA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Tuesday, October 24, 2000 

Mr. WOLF. Madam Speaker, I am dis-
appointed that a section of H.R. 4868 may 
ease the process in which gum arabic from 
Sudan may be imported into the United 
States. 

The President imposed comprehensive 
sanctions against Sudan because of its hor-
rible human rights record, sponsorship of ter-
rorism, and implication in the assassination at-
tempt on Egyptian President Hosni Mubarak, 
under Executive Order 13067, on November 
3, 1997. 

With the events of the past few weeks, in-
cluding the bombing of the U.S.S. Cole, this 
Congress should not be weakening or adjust-
ing the sanctions in place on Sudan. We have 
reports that Osama bin Laden has been in-
volved in and may still have a role in the gum 
arabic industry in Sudan. It has also been re-
ported that bin Laden could be a prime sus-
pect in masterminding the bombing of the 
U.S.S. Cole. We do know that he has been 
implicated in the attacks on two U.S. embas-
sies in Africa. 

In short, this is a horrible time for Congress 
and for the Administration to weaken our re-
solve on sanctions against Sudan. 

LACK OF HEALTH INSURANCE 
BANKRUPTS MILLIONS OF AMER-
ICANS 

HON. FORTNEY PETE STARK 
OF CALIFORNIA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Wednesday, October 25, 2000 

Mr. STARK. Mr. Speaker, the record of the 
106th Congress on major health care policy 
issues—Medicare prescription drug coverage, 
managed care reform, and extension of cov-
erage to the 44 million Americans who lack 
it—is appalling. Our failure to enact legislation 
that provides baseline coverage for all of our 
citizens is not simply that emergency rooms 
are overcrowded and public health clinics are 
overflowing. Our lack of a guaranteed health 
care safety net indirectly plunges millions into 
bankruptcy and financial ruin who, once sick, 
cannot afford to pay for their high medical 
treatment costs out-of-pocket. 

This piercing fact is highlighted in a column 
that was published in the Philadelphia Inquirer 
on Oct. 8. Health care economist Uwe 
Reinhardt points out the fallacy of self-reliance 
when it comes to health insurance. I submit 
the following article in the CONGRESSIONAL 
RECORD. 

[From the Philadelphia Inquirer, Oct. 8, 2000] 
ISSUE NO. 1: HEALTH-CARE SYSTEM WANTED 

(By Uwe Reinhardt) 
Several years ago, in a fit of compassion, 

New York Mayor Rudy Giuliani appointed 
former Republican Mayor John Lindsay to 
two no-show municipal jobs, solely to pro-
vide the latter with city-financed insurance 
coverage for health care not covered by 
Medicare. Lindsay, after several strokes and 
with Parkinson’s disease, was facing out-of- 
pocket outlays for health care that had 
begun to strain his finances. 

Millions of fellow Americans share 
Lindsay’s predicament. The most recent esti-
mate by the U.S. Bureau of the Census re-
vealed that about 42 million Americans find 
themselves without any health insurance 
coverage for at least part of the year. Almost 
half the uninsured at any time have been un-
insured for more than two years. Many mil-
lions more, including Medicare beneficiaries 
like John Lindsay, have shallow insurance 
coverage. 

To be sure, most of the uninsured probably 
are relatively healthy. When they do fall se-
riously ill, they usually receive critically 
needed care at nearby hospitals. Ultimately, 
the hospital tries to recover the cost of its 
‘‘charity care’’ from insured patients, but 
only after first hounding the uninsured 
themselves for payment, often with the help 
of tough collection agencies. According to 
survey research by Harvard law professor 
Elizabeth Warren, medical bills now are the 
second most frequently cited reason for the 
bankruptcy of American families, right be-
hind ‘‘job loss’’ and ahead of ‘‘divorce.’’ 

Political leaders in any other industri-
alized nation would think it unacceptable 
nation would think it unacceptable to force 
families, stricken by serious illness, to face 
the added prospect of bankruptcy. Not so 
with this nation’s policy-making elite. To il-
lustrate, in their first debate, neither presi-
dential candidate addressed the problem on 
his own. And moderator Jim Lehreer saw no 
reason to accord the issue an explicit ques-
tion. Perhaps all of them surmised that, in 
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